Extra copy for JL. Suit looks inevitable now; will make administrative appdal 
today Pe yours & JL's suggestion that I hire counsel, my friends here think 
I'd be better off going pro se. I'd have more control, especially on time 
factois Also, even though I could get atty fees under the act, it is no 
mandatory, so there is that degree of risk. Avem if I eventually got f-tty fees, 

.jjoSiYS asssa ““ sassv^srt. ^ s* y 

they don't have the records, then more problems. Thoughts? HR 12/20/76 






Dear Howard* your DJ FOI Cr.1626 1/3/77 

X have no olaar recollection of ay earlier recos endatlon. X think- it have 

been that you have oo-cotxnsel, like a faculty member. I should not have indicated that 
you not be pro ae, not I with ay dedlcatoon to fact* There la no aeabar of the bar who 
haa you r factuel knowledge eeaentlal to that request and probably none with your knowledge 
of the Act within year Jurisdiction. 

I elso have faith In th? tu&ldine of a record. Thin you are of 1'ou ask about tha 
olalra to apt having records. With criminal you know of some they have so they canlt 
thid. .-Vr^lct .ham and liken clobber V n«r> la ^ourt. 

t’ith each one of these untie X think you should ask for the sequential nueber and 
tha ol a irwi backlog. The date of receipt as Jim calculates it la the data of nailing + 2. 

Thus you will notice that whereas this is 9/7/76 +2 or 9/9, on 12/14 Buckley — no 
reference to the date of official receipt. bow-jver, 1 believe tbat you -Iiq m V - ank» all 
reasonable efforts to evpid unnecessary litigation. You are within the law in filing 
your appeal is not toted upon but I t-eli^re riafciiig in vcull be unwise and would deter ths 
building of a record that can mean something In tens of preserving the Act as well as 
obta in i n g the information you went. 

Tou refer to divisions, an ambiguity with DJ. They may well attempt to use this as 
a means of liiaiting the routine of your request. Thus fcxvil, which you do not mention and 
which should have records, is a division in the sense of Division and the Office 

of Professional Heepmsibllity le not. Xt 1s part of aaothar Office, that of the DAO. 

V you were dealing with honest people or even with disbonsst people of honest intent 
this would be Irrelevant. is not Irrelevant. Hot only because they shift records around 
•ndlcasly, as we have established, an thus an any time any oenponent of unit (which X 
prefer to division) or any part can olalm not to possess .Hot that not having physical 
possession meets the requirement of the Act. Even Ik with the PHI, closely as it holds ita 
own records, jt also sheds then to bo able to lie and regards compliance from whatever it 
uMina as the index of the FIJI S3 files as compliance for the entire FBI. Jim and I have 
wrecked thla as a matter of court record if you over need it, in 1996. 

are de a l in g with dishonest people. is one who is dishonest, even within 

the norms of lawyerlg dishonesty that is explained away as adve rsa ry diligence. You are 
also dealing with those who ate responsible to -hat they regard as a hl-jhar authority 
than mere enacted law. These are authoritarians so they regard it as right and pro per to 
violate a law their superior intellects and understandings tell^ Mw is not in the so- 
called natlonalint rest. osiHsgcl becomes patiiptxc if not to them. Perjury 

is no problem to them because they know it is not for them. £ do moan ths lawyers and 
the FOXA/?A t lawyers and I have long relevant drafts if you ever want than. X pre fared 
than while *la ms In the Sinagpore hospital and we never have qa ahanoe to use them. 

Book to the backlogs X suggest that with each part you ask your relative position on 
Hat and an estimated ti n- not of searching, which oan bo irrelevant, but of csciplianca, 
full compliance. If it strike a you ae reasonable having appealed you oan go to court at 
any time so tell then if they comply In full by the date they have set you will not sue, 
if they have not you will, «ud that you give then the choice between need! am litigation 
end forcing it. 

Ho matter how phoney and tahrio&tcd the reeeons the fqot is they have contrived a a^k-T.y e 
for the FBI only. Thus they tend to shunt all there. You have a caoe that is not there, V"*’* 
no real backlog. 

**d esk Buokley to explain their auufcerlng ops ten, when does the 123 begin, for 
example. You will find that a 9/9 equeat csnSt be too far fro* Its time as he avoids 
you. So ask and perfect the record. How the obligation of proper internal routing is not 
yours, but I'd seek other ideatifi Actions » lib: Civil, wb icii at least through suite has to 
have relevant filea. loj have to watch these types of the dedicated wrong. Dudkley misleads 
you on your rights under the law but oan aa y one accepted moaning of exigent dose not. Unique 
circumstances end 20# would get you the smallest beg of potato ehipa but no more. Tho 
language of the dot is simpler not not good for hin so be usee other language. I think it 
Is exceptional circumstances. If you sere the only one who m dn ths request that .ould be 
unique. It you were about to take a vacation of a year that would be exigent. Neither 



would seen to hav • »-.aning, a# pod ally not under part of Opera America. There is another 
pert that Is your wtg.Aiui as doctrine don t forget the language about the nation's interest 
in appeals decision % 75-2021. And speed ** 

'nitlally I'a have ab ated mt roferrlng to the J cuae but not now. 

I taka it that the ToAd 12/22 Is what I would call e Brown out. ''oof. 

On the committee we are really travelling a road wo have gone down separately at 
the earns tine, Tim important thing is that jrpu pre.<exvc your para oral int grity. 

^•r 

how I disagree with “1 for now. X think the proper thing ia to offer." Wrong when now 
is the day they wade their earlier press managweent off i c i al anu whe . it was eora than 
olear in the Anderson column of 1 2/2*. Of ell the actualities in tb* Aing oaao the one 
they fabricate on an assumption of hay's guilt as the aaaase i a is their olein to continuance 
end fending an it. On JfK the unhidden disinformation operation of the ClA/WxPoet is? «nd 
with it the presumption of guilt, i you have heard that expression? 

Whether or not this oomnlttee in continued and if it is whetner or not the same staff 
and members are on It. from their record to date there is no honoarblo means of helping 
them that does not become pert of their disinformation. lea. there might be same conditions 
under which I would testify but none that did not permit my castigation of all It has dons 
to date. Without getting that into the record at the outset and in full detail there is 
no testimony I would give and X believe they ere without the ilgnt or power to compel 
the testimony of a wrlter.Koreover, they have yet to establish a clear legislative purpose 
wlhtout which they have no authority. X do not believe there ia any chonOv- they' a force such 
an is on, Tjjey'd rather steal and cl/alj* otb-*r work as their own. I'a telling you how I fssl 
about them, from personal experience, from watching and from the neat dependable sources 
of what they arc telling the press. 

Xou can ot give them any vestige of credibility and not have regrets later. 

hfiJ Library* I'm sure writing it et Austin would r-\«.ch It and I would rpcos^end that 
rather than going through quoad a. as you eon. it la under him. On waiver ask first and 
argue only if refused. But *■ have the beliefs that American Hell is important here. On 
waiver. 

Do you hav-i a nev typewriter? ■ b »st, and have a good year. 



* .?W-Vh.7-v,rAV, .•??* 'r N*. .stu .-s -• t— w-r. ,r .• v ,• 



1 2/30/76— Dear Harold— As usuaJ , haven't had time to write, but I have been reading 
all you send as it arrives. I understand your concerns re House Comm, and agree. 

My offer to help them of course does not mean I will sell out to them. You know 

my minimal condi tions — publ i c testimony. Far now, I think the proper thing is 

to offer (no further word yet from Brooten) . If they accept the offer, then I 
procede with caution, and to rjfpotect my own integrity. On FOIA, I caught the 
misrepresentation in Turner 1 s v l etter, but didn't think to write— I will now that 
you suggest. As you can see from enclosures, I have appealed. I will also 

soon write a lengthy request covering similar ground to SS; it may yield nothing 

but it could help with suit agst Justice. Your suggesting re writing LBJ Library 
iP documents referred to i n my letter to Levi is good; do you have the address 
easily at hand? I'll want to do some research re whether giving these documents 
to Congress and the subsequent publication of excerpts in the Senate Report 
-is a waiver. I'd think it should be, but there is an arguably relevant proviso 
In the FOIA and a fairly strong public policy argument to be aade, although not 
persuasive on facts of this case. My best to you and Li 1 . 
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